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Double Speaker 

N ewt Gingrich likes to talk about personal respon- 
sibility. He’s for it. He supports the Personal Re- 
sponsibility Act — the House Republican version 
of welfare reform. Personal responsibility, accord- 
ing to the Speaker, is one of the five principles underlying his 
Contract With America. But during the past few months, 
Gingrich has been a walking, talking blur of ethics embroil- 
ments. Whatever he says people shouldn’t do, there’s a good 
chance he’s done it. 

§ The Gaylord Matter, Joseph Gaylord is a consultant to 
GOPAC, Gingrich’s political action committee. Recent news 
reports suggest that Gaylord is performing official duties in 
Gingrich’s office. If he is, the Speaker is breaking both fed- 
eral law and House rules that prohibit private financing of 
Congressional offices, rules intended to prevent influence- 
peddling by the favor-hungry. That’s why Ralph Nader and 
I filed an ethics complaint against Gingrich on February 6 to 
force an investigation of this matter. 

§ The Book Deal. Gingrich intends to sign a contract with 
a Murdoch-owned publishing house to produce two books, 
even though Murdoch has several matters pending before the 
federal government. Gingrich eschewed the $4.5 million ad- 
vance but he still stands to reap huge royalties from the deal. 
The Code of Ethics for Government Service is very clear: A 
member of Congress should not “accept for himself or his 
family favors or benefits under circumstances which might be 
construed by reasonable persons as influencing the perform- 
ance of his governmental duties.” Common Cause has called 
for an outside ethics adviser to make a recommendation on 
whether Gingrich ought to accept or reject the book contract. 

§ GOPAC. GOPAC is often credited with helping bring 
about November’s Republican sweep of Congress. The Federal 
Election Commission is seeking a hefty fine from GOPAC for 
failing to register as a PAC between 1989 and 1991. Gingrich 
had claimed that GOPAC did not have to register because it 
only dispensed “education and training to state and local can- 
didates.” Nice try. Even the moribund F.E.C. rejected that 
claim, 6 to 0. 

§ The Solvay and DAD Favors. Those glad to gild the 
coffers of the Progress & Freedom Foundation — a Gingrich- 
related group that funds his video college course (see below) — 
include Solvay Pharmaceuticals Inc. Solvay gave P.&F.F. a 
$30,000 donation. And Gingrich did a few big favors for Sol- 
vay. According to Phil Kuntz in The Wall Street Journal, 
Gingrich wrote a letter in July to F.D.A. Commissioner David 
Kessler asking why approval of Solvay’s drug Luvox had been 
delayed for two and a half years. He also introduced three bills 
in the previous Congress to suspend duties on Solvay drug 
ingredients. Was there a quid pro quo? The links between 
Gingrich and Solvay need closer examination. As do those with 
another set of contributors to P.&F.F.: Direct Access Diagnostics 
(DAD); its president, Elliott Millenson; and its parent company, 
Johnson & Johnson. According to Glenn Simpson of Roll 
Call, Gingrich wrote to White House Chief of Staff Leon Pa- 
netta asking for F.D.A. approval of DAD’s home AIDS test. 


§ Renewing American Civilization. A House ethics com- 
plaint by Ben Jones, Gingrich’s opponent in the November 
election, says that Newt solicited and used tax-deductible and 
charitable contributions for partisan purposes — his satellite 
video college course, titled Renewing American Civilization. 
This appears to be a violation of tax rules prohibiting tax- 
exempt status for partisan activities. And it is unlikely that 
the course was nonpartisan. After all, it was directed by a for- 
mer GOPAC executive director, organized from GOPAC of- 
fices and mostly staffed by former GOPAC employees. 

Gingrich once said, “Congress is a broken system. It is in- 
creasingly a system of corruption in which money politics is 
defeating and driving out citizen politics.” How’s that for liv- 
ing by your own words? Gary Ruskin 

Gary Ruskin directs the Congressional Accountability Project. 



